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ALFRED JODL -- 0 
CROSS EXAMINATION--Continued 


BY COLONEL POKROVSKY: 

Q You have testified at you wore the Chief of the 
Operational Headquarters of od That was tho central 
quarters of the OX, was 

I could not quite comprehend the last pert of your 
question. 

Q I want to know whether the Operational Headquarters of 
the OKW, of which you were in charge, was the central operat 

eadquartors, the direction body. 
Because of the significance of the activity, one can 
certainly say that the operational staff 
portant parts 

Q s the the reason why you took Koitol's 
absonec, because it 

A Ne ic deputy only in operational 


war ministerial quostion C 1 Admiral Canaris 


part of iW. 


Q Do you deny that you took Koitol's 
away, or do you admit it? 
When Kcitel was not 
of course, whenever tho 
talked with me because Iı 
Q Do you remember tho testimony of the 


about tho fact that oithor you or Keitel usually re 
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at all important staff meetings at which Admiral Wagner was usually 
prosont? Do you remember that testimony? 

P" I did not quite understand that question on account of 
translating difficulties. 

Q I shall repcat the question. On the 13th of May, here 
in this room, the witness Wagner -- do you remember hin? 

A Yes, I remember the witness Wagner. He testified that 
Ficld Marshal Keitel and I were present at every situation report, 
anc that is undeniably true, I do not dispute it. 

Q He statod that cither Ficld 11515251 Keitel or Lieutenan 
General Jodl were present. Is that correct? Do you catch the dif- 


foronco in way this question is phrased? 


In 99 per cont of tho cases, both of us were present. 


Q In that caso, if wo forget for a minuto tho fornalistic 
arrangeront, would it bc correct to come to the conclusion that it 
wes you, specifically you, Jodl, who was Kvitel's functional deputy 
That is, in the eyes of the whole military machine of tho Roich it 
was you who were held responsible when Keitel was away; you wore 
lookoà up to as the second most responsible person? Is that cor- 
rect? 

A At special times when tho Ficld M:rshal was not thoro, 
and in unimportant things, yos, but when it came to inportant thing 
I could always reach hin by telophone at any tino, and that is what 
I did in actual practico. Ho was never ill; he was novor away on 

he was, perhaps, away at Berlin at headquartors, 

Q In that و0880‎ I would Like to remind you about this in- 
cidont which you affirmed yourself hore in this room on tho 6th of 
Juno, while testifying to the Tribunal about tho motives which nado 
you sign Document RF-1438, You stated thon that this document had 
no relation whatsoever to your work directly as it concerned tho 
deportation of Jews from Denmark, it did not actually have any di- 
rect relationship to your function but you signed it because Keitei 
was away at the tinc. 


You did say that; do you remember? Is that correct? 
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A That is absolutely correct. It was an urgent nattor 
which was of pressing importance and had to be signed immediately. 

Q Very well, iie can find a great many docunents of that 
typo, but I do not find it necessary to spend any more tino on ma- 
king the point clearer. 

È Will you tell me whether it can be considered correct 
that you were well aware of the work and the operations of the OKT, 
that you usually knew what bothered or what worried tho OK, an 
what important questions it was working out at tho tino? 

" That applies only to a linited ficld. 4s to a nunber 
of nattors, everything that was handled in the many, many 
in Borlin, it was impossible for no to have a picture of those 
things, and many of them did not concern no. I have testificd al- 
ready that my time was more than taken up, thot I had much more to 
do than I had tine for. 

Q Very well, you force no to return to the question whic} 
I considered finished. ‘Will you please look now at our new oxhibi 
USSR 476. 

Tho docusont consists of excerpts of 01 5 tostinony giv 
9 Novomber 1945, Koitol's interrogation. It is stated thoro == ar 
I am quoting now: 

"Quostion: Was it possible for a situation to have develop 

hore General Jodl, without any knowledge on your part, conducted 


a necting? 


"Answers Yes, it was quite possible for Jodi to conduct ar 


inportant staff meeting, as I was frequently away and Coloncl Genc 
Jodl had full authority to call a mecting." 


Have you found the place? «are you reading it now? Do you 


A Colonel Pokrovsky, of course, when it cono to nilitar; 
things, it is very hard to have everyone follow them,  Thoso were 
ny gonoral staff officers with whon I worked and who were under rx 
That was my office and my duty, and that was ny mission. 


THE PRESIDENT: I don't think it is neccessary for you 
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to raiso your voice in that way. 

Q It seens to no that you have not answered two of ny 
questions. First, have you road the document now, tho one that 
has just been given you? Please answer this first question. Have 
you road the particular placo which I have just cited on page 1? 

A Yes. In this case, Ficld Marshal Keitel says, "Since 
I was away on official journeys,.." 

60 Don't read it out loud yourself. I have read 
ready. I merely want to know: Have you finished reading 
paragraph? 

A Yes, I read that, and it says hero, "To consult the 
Colonel General about this." 

8 No, you are reading beyond the point which interests 
at the present. We will get to the place which you just cited a 
little Look above, at the phrase which states that Keitel 
was often away, and when he was away you acted in his place, 

Do you remember? Keitel's answer is right there. 

A (No response.) 


Q I still hear no answer, 


à I have already said that now and then, for a day or 


So, he was at the front, and that frequently for perhaps a few day: 
he was at Berlin, but he was at those offices which were subordi- 
nate to him. Those were the offices that he called on. I was 
alone with ny operational staff, and I could do whatever I pleaser 
with ny staff. «as far as conferences of other offices were con- 
cerned, I never attended them or never called them, and as a deputy 
of Keitel I didn't know a thing about 52859 ris550r8, 

Q You made cuito a long staterent, bit have not given ne 
a clear answer to my very short question, nanely: Do you affirn 


the correctness of Keitcl(s statement given in that testimony? 


Yos or no; it is easier to answer yes or no. 
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A It is correct according to the sense, but the thing as sot down is 
ridiculous, 

Q We will evaluate it latere I merely want to establish a fact. 

COLONEL POKROVSKY: I am submitting USSR 263, Exhibit USSR 26). 


BY COLONEL POKROVSKY: 


Q You will now have the pleasure of reading it yourself, Y. Defendant. 


It is & document consisting of excerpts of the statements of one other officor 
who worked with you, General Warlimonte. Please acquaint yourself with that 
paragraph which is marked on the exhibit before you, while I read it out loud. 
That will be quickere 

The question is posed to Warlinont: 

"When for the first time did the staff of the OK! receive the directivo 
to prepare the plan of attack on the Soviet Union?" 

Have you found the place? 

A The document which I have before me, which is narked in red, contains 
the testimony or a statement by Warlimont as to the organization of the offices 
of the OKW. On the next pare something follows about the preperation for the 
attack on the Soviet Unione 

Q Have you found it now ? Very well. 

"Then was it that the staff of the OM! first received the directive to 
prepare the plan for the attack on the Soviet Union?" 

Answer of Warlinont: “Personally I first heard about the plan on 29 
Julye On tnat date Golànol General Jodl arrived in a special train at Bad 
Reichenall where Section B of the headquarters was situated at tho tino," 

COLONEL POKROVSKY: iy Lords, I do not think that it is necessary for 
ne to r.ad too much of tho testimony of Uarlinont because the facts aro well 
known to tho Tribunal; that is, the facts of tho conference during which Jodl 
gave his operaticnal colleagues a comand or an order to prepare the plans 
for that attack. This has come out in Court previouslye 
BY COLONEL 00 

Q Warlimont states: "Warlimont surprised us exceedingly by his 
announcement of the coring attack," Have you found the place? Please look 
at the documente Jodl, will you please take the docunent in your hand and 


see whether it is correct? 
11214 





T sumone 2-2tnes لان‎ 
H0151 — 0007 


THE PRESIDENT: Isn't it coming through? 

DR, E INER (Counsel for defendant Jodl): I just wanted to cabl the 
attention of the Tribunal to the fact that the translation or the transmission 
to us is coming through so very poorly that I understood almost nothing at all =, 
only half a question at a time, and Y am surprised that the cefendant could 
answer at alle 

THE PRESIDENT: Is it coming through better now? Is the translation 
coming through better nov? 

DR. EXNER: I am of the opinion that the translation itself is 
the technical transmission of the intorpretatione It is often very 
to understand the question, Tt makes no sense at all, and ry colleag 
Stahmor, confirms re i 1ise It is very, very hard for us, 


better go on and seo, periaps, if it will 
& - Fz 5 


BY COLONEL ۶ 

Q I would like you to read one ather sentence. It is the sentence in 
which Warlimont states to whom the rosponsi" ility for carrying out the plans 
was givene The sentence goes on to say -- still on page cro in the middle of 
tho page, witness. Have you found the p 

A I could not find the sentence which you have just read: "Jodl surprise 

That sentence I cannot finde 

Q In that case, I shall begin with the preceding sentcneee Perhaps 
you can find it more easily: 

"Besides me he ordered to appear at the staff meeting three other senior 
officers, Colonel Norberg, Colonel von Falkenstein,and Captain Junge," 

Do you see those three nanes in the middle of the page? 

à Yess 


"Then Jodl surprised us by the announcement for which we were not 


Then a little further dom you soe, witness: 
"Jodl stated th: t the Fvehrer had decided to prepare a plan for the 
attack on the Soviet Unione The Fuchrer based his decision on the fact that 


war with Russia must come about sooner or later and for that reason it would 


be better to carry on that war in connection and at the tine of the present 
11215 
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Ware! 


Now, I would like you to road one more paragraph. It is from USSR 476, 


which you have already looked at, from page one of the exhibit و‎ the first 
exhibit that you looked at today, and I told you then that wo would come back 
to ite It is the place vhore Keitel is asked whether he knew anything about 


that meeting, and he answered — and I quotes 
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"I know nothing whatever about a staff meeting with regard to 
the plan of attacking the Soviet Union. I heard about that meeting for the 
first time when I was already here in imprisonment." 

Have you found the place? 

A No, I haven't found it, but I do recall it. I read just a 
little bit ago. 

Q I would like you to have this exhibit before you; we don't 
want anything which isn't entirely clear here between you and me. 

You can see, a little bit below, Keitel states that even sub- 
secuent to that staff meeting you had not even reported to him what took 
place at that staff mocting or at subsequent steff meetings. 

Do you agree with those facts? Would you say that Keitel 
testified correctly? 

A You cannot talk about a conference in this way in a military 
framework; you can speak about it in a civilian or a parliamentary system, 
but not in a militery framework, I talked to my general staff officers 
as I often as I pleased. 

¢ Excuse mo, but I would like to interrupt you here. You may 
add all that you wish to say a little later, tut et the present moment I 
merely want & direct answer. 

Ie Keitel's testimony correct, to the effect that you had 
not reported to him on the staff meetings? 

A I certainly did not report to him about this conference itself, 
but that doesn't play any role at all, However, so far as what the Fuchrer 
told mo was concerned, I am certain that I reported to hin on that because 
that was an important matter. Then, later, because of this Matter, he wrote 
a memorandum, That is why I believe I told him about it, but that is only 
& Supposion, a mre or less certain supposition, which I am voicing on this 
point, 

Q Very well, I am quite satisfied with your answer. 


To conclude with my first group of questions, I want to ask 


Just one more question, namely: Would you agree with the fact that only the 


most responsible person, such as Keitel's representative, coulda, quite 


independently and without the knowledge of Keitel himself, without any 
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directive from Keitel himaelf, and without reporting to Keitel subsequently — 


7 June-MéA-M-3—2 


would you agree that only such a responsible man could conduct meetings and 
make decisions with regard to plans for attacking another foreign power? 

Have you understood my question? 

å I understood it word for word, but not so far as the sense 
is concerned, 

First of all, you put q wrong assertion into the question, 
because you asserted that I did not report about the preparation for an attack 
on a neutral country. That is an assertion on your part which, on my oath, 
I refuted yesterday. We were not concerned with an attack on the Soviet 
Unicn at this conference. We were concerned with the turning back of a 
Soviet attack on the Roumanian oil fields. That is established through 
Document 0-170, the War Diary of the Navy. That is established therein. 

Q Is that all you want to answer in regard to that question, 

A I believe that suffices, 

Q Very woll. I do not plan to enter a discussion, I merely 
want to say that we have two types of evidence relating to this: First, 
your testimony in which you deny the fact that the plan for attacking the 
Soviet Union took place; and second, the testimony of Warlimnt, who was 
also present at the meeting and who states directly that the meeting was 
concerned spscifically with the plan of attacking the Soviet Union and that 
the plan was announced by you. 


All right, that is en ugh, 
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A If you aro interested, I should like to explain that divergence to youe 

Q at the present moment the difference does not concern mo. 

One more question. Would it be correct to state that you were cither the first 
or ono of the first, staff directors in Hilter Germany who were engaged in pre- 
paring the plan for attacking the Soviot Union in tho summer of 1940? I would 
like to know your opinion here, 

Have you understood the question? 

4 The question is clear, and my answer to it is that I was probably the first 
who know of the concern of the Fushrer with roloronco to the political attitude 

n tho part of Russia. However, I was not the first onc who mace preparations 
for an attack:on the Soviet Union. to my Surprisc, through the witness Paulus, 
I found that long before wo, in the Goncral Staff of the army, even concerned 
ourselves in a diroct way, these plans of attack wore already worked on. I cannot 
tell you with absolute assurcty where that information came from. Perhaps Halder 
can tell us about that. I can only express that asc ition on my part, 

Q Suppositions interest us less that facts, Y tated, ths day before yes- 
terday, the 5th of June, that the attack on the Sovict Union, whereby Germany 
broke its neutrality pact with the Soviet Union, had ths character of primitivo 
war, That is what you stato? thon, is it not 

å Yos, that is what I said, it was a primitive var, 

Q Very will, Do you rumembor that in the testimony of iilech, 
Goering, as well as in tho testimony of Paulus ond Keitel, 
they were all against the attack on the Soviot Union? I shall cito 
from Keitel's testimony here in Court to ronind you, hile Ge 
cross-oxamining Keitel, Keitel was asked this questi 

"You stated that vou went to Hitler yoursolf with the 


plans with regard to the Soviet Union," 


I 


I asked him not only to change his plans, but to lo away with those plane 


altogether; that is, not to attack theiSovict Union," 
Do you remember that testimomy of Keitel's? 
A Yes, and I know the memorandum as well, 
sål 


Q Very well. Do you not find it somewhat strange, in that case, that 
n © ود‎ 3 


next to Keitel in authority tries to discern the facts and that he, at tho 
11219 





ااا 


H0151 -0 


timo, tries to state that ho was not responsible for certain things, and that 


he lonios tho ac curacy t ^ — جر ها گاید مس ] ;* ک‎ 23 "i 


207 stimony of Go ty Koi cud others with rog. 


question? 
o not understand that. 
I will bo more specific: 


any necessity for what you call "orimitivo war! à that 


تایه( 


testimony I hav. 


SAW no rea 


this so-ct1lod primitive wi They did no 2 e that the 
tention was to attack Germany, whereas you 
4 JW T uad 


answc 


yah 


11 
"Sha 


0 n^ 
ر‎ USA 


saken by the 


J 


this casc, and 


ever, there arn the Fuchrer 


mss] At [ <> le ayo d 5 3 هت‎ r e ^ 1 ^ 
and urgently about this oxoorino whicl 3 have been 1 


only if there was no oth: 


V uli 


Stimate and 


lans mi ent + i23 es تفت خلت کاس‎ 1 1 
there might not, perhaps, Which was not oxhau 


I cannot 2 


ans 


that 3 


Union with tho word t XXE 


Union's in- 


c 
= 
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THE rRESIDENT: I think you shoujc not make comments of that sort. 


7 June-M-iWv-l-]-iilliams 


You must ask questions anc not make comments. 

COLONEL rOKROVSKY: My remark, My Lord, is in connection with my 
next question, 
BY COLONEL POKROVSKY: 

Q "itness, please lock at Exhibit rS 865, Vo you have the exhibit 
before you? 

A Yes, I have the document befcre me, 

S Very well. In reply tc the questions of ycur cefense counsel, you 
Stated that Heichminister Lammers, by pure accicent, told you that “osenberg 
collaborated, In your hands, there is a very brief document which I shall 
now reac. from orally, a document signed by Keitel, It Consists of a secret 
letter of the 22nd of April, 1941, advressec tz Rosenberg, It is written by 
hand and states as follows: 

"The Chief of the Bureau sent me a copy of the Fuehrer's decree which 
appoints you as his plenipotentiary on the questions of Eastern European 
problems. The su.reme Command of the armed forces Cesiznates you to inform the 
Chief of the questicns that develop uncer you, and in his absence, or when- 
ever he is away, to General varlimont. Kincly confer only with these two 
persons," 

What will you Say in response to this exhibit? I will ask you now whether 
you remember that Kcsenberz, You aj Warlimont as your chief deputy were 
appointed by the 0167 as early as in April, 1941 to work on the practical plan 
connected with Hitlerts expansion in the East? Dia you understand that whole 
question? 

A Yes, I understood it. I already told the Court yesterday everything 


that can be said in connection with this matter, formally. Reich Minister 


Lammers sent the Same circular to all Reich ministries. He asked every 


minister to designate a plenipotentiary anc a deputy; and thereupon Field 
Marshal Keitel naturallydesicnated those two officers who were at headquarters, 
I never worked together with Rosenberg. It was not necessary at all, I hac 
one Single conference with him. I mentioned this conference yesterday as well, 
My propaganda Section conferred with the Eastern Ministry about leaflets, and 


these are, of Course, matters which any soldier can understand, 
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Concerning the question of soldiers, ycu keep affirming that you 
were concerned only with military questions of o»serational nature, and not 
with political questions, Have i understood you correctly? 

A I made that explanation yesterday as well. The jclicy may be a com- 
pletely military matter, but to a certain political questicns were 00 
There was a fusion toa certain degree, for without politics there could be no 
stratezy. It is an essential part of a stratezy. But since I was not a 
strategist, but only ageneral staff officer, for that matter, I was not con- 


cerned with this matter “irectly. 


You were not concernec with these questions? Very well. Now, please 


look at Exhibit U.S.S.R. h77. I would like you to tell the +ribunal whether 
you find your own signature on the last ;age of that exhibit. 
A Yes, indeed; I see my si;nature, 
This directive is about organizing propaganda with regard to the 
Flan Barbarossa? 
A Yese 
Would you deny the fact that in that directive issued by you the 
question id posed very directly as to the annihilation of the UeSeSeit. as a 
scvereign power? Did you consider that as purely a military quest: n? 
officers of the General Staff were not concerned with political questio 
I cannot finc: the place where it says that tussia ż, o be 
Youare quite risht if you want to draw attention ts the form of the 
directive. Ferhaps the words in German are somewhat different, but the sum is 
exactly the one I stated Will you look particularly at roint "da" of the 
directive ? 
A Yes, 


I want to read a sentences 


with the dismemberment of the ooviet Union as a 
Further on there are two more remarks, and then, in the same para- 
graph, it sayss 
"Nevertheless, we shoulc avoid such terms as 'Russia!, 'iussians!, 
'Russian Armed Forces!, and tpecple cf the Soviet Union', 'Ked Armyf, etc.", 
“ave you found the place? 


Yes, 
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Very well, What wuld you like to answer, if you want to answer 
question at all? 

A Why certainly I wish to answer the question. As may be seen from 
the heading in this directive we are concerned with the handling of propaganda; 
and we are orphans in propaganda compared to the British and the Soviet Union. 
But that propaganda is something quite justifiable and is not limited by any 
reculations of international law, You are perhaps quite familiar with that, 
at one time, in Gene va, there was a debate about this, anc it was rejected 
that any limitation of propaganda was to be considered compulsory uncer inter- 
national lawe 

I have already stated in my preliminary interrogation, as far as propa- 
ganda is concerned, I can add or omit whatever I wish, for, as far as the code 
of law is concerned, there is nothing that applies to it. But perhaps you do 
not know that, 

This propaganda has to be in compliance with the political directives cf 
the superior, and thi s was taking place in that case. I am very well acq- 
uainted with propaganda, for studied it for five years. And I studied your 
propaganda as well, and as far as you are concerned, they are entirely different 
propaganda directives. 

lou preferred nct to answer my question directly. That satisfies 
because * have understood your position on the subject, 

Now, I would like to get an answer from you with regard to this 
What connection did the Ministry cf foreign Affairs have with relation to the 
issuance of this directive? Did anyone collaborate with you in preparing it, 
cr were you and your Fuehrer solely responsible? 

A I quite understood you, My propaganda division worked in Berlin, 


In detail, it worked with Minister “‘osenberg, as well as with the iropaganda 


Ministry, and the facts as they applied in each I cannot tell you, But 


General von Wedel, the chief of this division, can give you the details, I 
know only that this arose in agreement with the ministry of ۵۵۵8۰ But 
we did not follow our own way, but rather worked in line with the competent 
civilian authorities. But it is only propaganda is a spiritual weapon. 

ky I do not plan to discuss the nature of propaganda with you at the 


present time, and whether you are responsible for determining the nature of 
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the propaganda as well as its activity. But I merely want to know this: Do 
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you, then, presume that this directive was issued after it had been harmonized, 
more or less, with the work of other bureaus and other government azencies, 
particularly that of “osenberz? 


tes, + believe that. 


A 
G Very well, Now, let us go on to the second group of questions, 


namely, Would you argue the fact that the decument concerned withthe con- 


ference in Hitler's headquarters on the 22nd of "arch, 1941, regarding 


Yugoslavia == do you remember that? 
A Yes, + do remember that. 
Q Would you argue the fact that the document describinz that conference 
which describes the leadership and the responsibility cf invadin: Yucoslavia == 
there are two documents, the second dated the 28th of “arch == would you then 
argue or deny the fact that these documents were issued by the ceneral head- 
quarters of the OKW? 
rlease look at Exhibit 17446 rS. It might help you tc remember the 
events of those two days, the 2256 and the 28th of “arch 1941 recardinz 
Yugoslavia and plans for Yuzoslavia, 
THE PRESIDENT: Colonel Pokrovsky, you are not losien sicht of 
the fact that this subject was fully zone into by Mr, Roberts in his cross 
examination of the defendant? 
COLONEL 2010175167: If you think, My Lord, that the question has 
alre. ady been completely clarified, I will not ask this question, But it 
seems to me that l am interested in an entirely different phase of the same 
question, But if you do not think So, l will not ask it. 
THE FRESIDENT: I do not know yet. I was only pointing cut tc you 
that it had been fullyzone into by Mr, hoberts, I do not know whe 
document you are suggesting is. 
COLONEL ;OKROVSKY: I offered for the attention cf the cefendant 
two documents dealing with plans for Yugoslavia, documents dated the 22nd of 
March and the 28th of March, If you think that this was fully covered already, 
I will not ask the questions. But I do have something that ~ want to be 


clarified further, 
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THE PRESIDENT: All the Tribunal wants to know is whether some 
really fresh point is being brought out, You must have heard Mr., Roberts! 


cross examination of the defendant upon the Yugoslavian attack, and I do not 


know what these documents of the 22nd of March and the 28th of “arch are, or 


what you are seekinz to get out of them, If this is anything that is really 
fresh or new, then, of course, you may put it; but if it is not, then it is 
covered by what the Tribunal has already said, that cross examinations ought 


not to go over the same grounde 
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COLONEL POKROVSKY: If you will permit me to say, my Lord, 
THE PRESIDENT: I am asking you toe 


COLONEL POKROVSKY: I have not heard Jodl's testimony in reply to Ire 


Roberts, only as follows: In other words و‎ I have not really understood by 


that testimony just who exactly whs in charge of the directing of plans against 
Yugoslavia, Now if tho Tribunal still thinks that quostion is not portinont 

i shall not ask it, but it has not been clear to mo ffon Jcdl's testimony when 
in a reply to Hr. Robertse 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, Colonel Pokrovsky, fhe Tribunal is not able to sec 
what there is fresh in this method of questioning that you aro now raising, 
and unless you insist upon it, or you think it is of great importance, we 
believe you should pass into the next matter in your cross cxaminaticn. 

COLONEL POKROVSKY: Very wolle I shall continuc, my Lorde 
BY COLONEL POKROVSKY: 

Q The defense counsel submitted to the Tribunal Exhibit L-172. There 
occurred there the following sentence, which was prounounced by you in your 
speech to tho Gaulcitors on 7 Novomber 19l13. I shall read this sentence cut 
loud, quoting: "The problem of insufficient personnel has brought us to the 
plans of utilizing fully tho population resurve of the occupicd territory.” 

à I did not understand the questione 

Q I can repeat. The dofonso counsel submitted to tho Tribunal 
Ehibit I-172. It says in the speech which you gave before tho Gauleiters == 

IHE PRESIDINT: The Tribunal would like your attentione 

Di, EXNER ` : I have not heard the finished quotation, ily Lord, 
that is, lire President, tho translation is such that we simply cannot understand 
ite ‘hen wo receive a sentence it makes no sense at all, that is so far as 


our opinion is concerned, and I believe the dcfendant has the sano trouble 


THE PRESIDENT: The defendant decidedly has been able to understand 
the translation, as he never protested, and he answored tho questions. 

DR, EXNIR: The defendant cannot understand. 

THE WITNESS: I should like to say that even though I have to answer 
the question, I cannot answer with assurance. I have to guess in most casos, 

THE PRESIDENT: Colonel Pokrovsky, will you go a little bit slower. 
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You heard, did you not, whet Dre Emer said? 

COLONEL POKROVSKY: Yes, I heard hime I amafraid, however, my Lord, 
that the tempo of my questions werc hardly as such in this interrogatione 
However, 1 shall try to go slowcre 
BY COLONEL 5 

Q In tho speech which you gave to the Gauleiters on 7 November 1943, 
there was cited amongst other thoughts also the following, quoting: "That problem 
of insufficient personnel has brought us to the plan ==" 

IHE PRESIDENT: Will you simply indicate for us what page this is one 
In our book we have not had any single document in English, as yete This 
document we have not had in Englishe 

COLONEL POKROVSKY: It is 1-272, my Lord, 

THE PRESIDENT: Colonel Pokrovsky, this very passage you just read, or 
part of which you just read, was submitted by Mre Roberts yesterday to the 
defendant. Surely that is contrary to our rules here that we cannot have 
the same subject gone over twicee We already got it marked. 

COLONEL POKROVSKY: I am reading this sentence, my Lord, not as a question 
but merely as an introductory remark to the question which is to follow the 


sentence which is in sevoral parts, and the question which is to follow is 


merely reminding him of the sentence; that sentence in itself 1s not a question, 


THE PRESIDENT: Thet is the question? 

COLONEL PCKROVSKY: As soon as the defendant has the exhibit, I shall 
ask the questione 

THE PRESIDENT: Colonel Pokrovsky, we want to know what is the question, 
So wo may sce if it was a qiocstion which had been gone into by Mre Robertse 
Colonel Pokrovsky, the Tribunal has indicated to you that they do net want to 
go over the same grounds which was gone into yesterday. If you have some new 
question, by all means present ite 

COLONEL POKROVSKY: I have no intentions, my Lord, of any questions which 
I have to ask today of repeating a previous question of Mre Roberts! and I am 
now questioning with what I shall now proceed, and shall request the defendant 
to look at Exhibit USR 130. All right, my Lord? 


THE PRESIDENT: Go one 
۱ 
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BY COLONEL POKROVSKY: 

Q In the document cited ib shows that the directives were issued with 
the consent of the OKW from a document dealing with the introduction of compulsory 
military service in the occupied territory. Have you found the place? Please 
show tho defendant the exact thought. Have you found the sentence that I have 
just read, a decree dealing with the introduction of compulsory military 
service in the occupied region? 

A Yes, that document begins with the following -- 

Q It begins with the following sentence: "With the consent of the OKW.' 
Do you see that, defendant? 

A Yese 

Q As chief of the Operational Section of the OKW, you could not but 
know such facts as the conscription of the Yugoslav population of the 
occupied territory into tho German .irmye What do you have to say Hout that 
decree? Is it a crude violation of the International Law? Do you understand 
my question? 

À Yos. I cansay only that I soo it there for tho first time. I m 
just seeing it for the first tino. After all I an not an OK], ZI am just a 
merber of the Operational Staff. In other words, I never read this document 
during the ware 

Q You have looked at it now, and do you not consider it acrude 
violation of the International Law? 

A In order to give my opinion I would have to have a legal investigation, 
and I am not in a position to do that, and I believe it is without interest 
to tho High Tribunal, 

Q Very well, on l June, in this room, you testified about the Hague 
Agreement == or it was at the Geneva Convention, and that you never had the 
docunent in your possession, but now you look at one other document which 
was submitted to tho Tribunal on 20 March, which is submitted hero as USA 676-- 
670, in March, is the number submittede 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, "38" is the way it ends up hero, 

COLONEL POKROVSKY: Yes, I am sorry, my Lord, it is 638 PS. 

THE PRESIDENT: Colonel Pokrovsky, the document that you just handed 
up to us is "J-6", Are you offering that in evidence. Are you offering that? 
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COLONEL POKROVSKY: No, l am not offering any new document, This 
document had already becn submitted, 

THE PRESIDENT: Wait a minutes Are you referring to Docunent No.638-PS, 
or are you referring to Document No. J-6? 

COLONEL POKROVSKY: TI an referring to Noe 630-0 

THE PRESIDENT: It was not referring to document J-6. The document 
which is before 638 here, it is the Yugoslav document. 

COLONEL POKROVSKY: There aro two documents which you are referring to, 
My Lord, it has two و قاط‎ USR 130, and at tho same time is J-6. The second 
document to which I an rof erring also has two nunbers,. 

THE PRESIDENT: . I only want tc know if you are offering the first document 
in evidence, or has it already been offered in evidence. 

COLONEL FOKROVSKY: It i already submitted, my Lord, 
BY COLONELPOKROVSKY : 

Q You probably had had sufficient time during this peripd, witness, 
to read the document. Havo you read it? 


A I know about this document in this proceeding. 


Q Vory well, I want tc remind you that twice Gocring asserted, or 


rather confirmed the fact that tho cbeument was original, and I an merely 
questioning the exactness of «no or two sentences, Now I would like to ask 
you, how do you explain the fact that the German Hich Comnand cauipped and 
clothed in Gernan military uniforn persons who were looting, who raped, 
plundered, and conducted operations in a way that characterized criminals. 

How do you explain such comission to do such things? How did you coordinate 
the means to do such things by the OKT with your understanding of International 


Low? Do you remerber tho testinony given here previcusly about special 


brigades which were organized for such purposes? 
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7 Juno 1946=il=107-6-2-Frico. 
which violated 8 ü f 4 it: Havo you undor- 
tooc moe now? 
I uncerstancd 
Youle you like to roply anything to that? 


Yos. I can only say this assortion of yours 
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I vould like you to reply briofly, ploaso,. 
“es, I shall bo very briof. These Juzoslav ! 
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Gorman Army and that there was such a division 651160 the Fourth ilpine 
Division? 

The fact that there were four mountain divisions, that I do not 
renenbeor., 

0 I am not talking avout four Qifforont divisons, I'm afraid you 
have an incorroct + translatione I am asking you whother you remember that 
there was a division called Fourth Mountain or Fourth Alpino Division? 
“Cll, it doosn!t nattor, I thought perhaps you might remember that ONC» 

I cortainly mow a bout thate 

Q Very wolle In that case, JOU nay also roneibop that there was a 
responsible officer of tho C. Den Army by the nane of Kuebler, He operated 
in Jugoslavia, 

Yos, There woro two non by tho name of Kuebler, an older man and 
a younger man, 

0 General Kuebler is tho mon I om interested ine I am not 
you who was Keitol, I know that, Howovor, now wo will procood to tho 
two documonts, 

THE PRESIDENT: ‘tie wi + adjourn now for a few minutes, 

(A recess was taken, 

BY COLONEL Por LOVSIY': 
low wo will deal with these two documents, Defendant Jodl, I will 
1 to take up USSR Exhibit 132, This is a directive to a division 
of destroyors, 
118th Fusili lers, 

Q I will read tho diroctivo ¢oeerning the conduct of troops during 

attack, Parar Graph 2, Prisoners: "Ho who has openly participated in the 


struggle again - Any and has been takonprisonor 


must bo shot after questioning," Is that wordod in those torms? Do you 


4 That is approximately what it Says in that one sentonco, but 
yit? + +) TROLS doenumnsd athivr aaa mS 5 5 - 
without tho whole wocunent, nothing can 1 59210160 from that one sontence, 


What is decisive is what comes boforo it ۱ th isn't Stated in the 
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docunont e 

Q  Abovo you read: Directive fot tho Conduct of Troops During Attack. 
How mother document, It bears tho markings of tho Fourth Alpine Regiment 
and is datod October, 1943, It contains the personal directive of Keitel 
rogarding the treatmont of prisoners, I will ask you to consider Point 3, 
It says, in the second part of this paragraphs "The Command who are 


above the rank of divisional commanders can issue permits to take pr isonors," 


That is tosay, tho prisonors ond tho civilian population in this combat 


aroa can bo shot, 





NN 


THE PRESIDENT: A: parently the translation is no t coming through correctly, 
Porhaps you are going too fa It is coming through correctly to mo, 
but it apparontly was not coming through corroctly to the defendants. would 
you put your question asain? 
BY COLONEL POKROVSKY: 

Subparacraph 3 of tho Cocumont which is issued to tho Fourth 

ílpino =- 

tHE PRESIDENT: Did you Give us the numbor of it? 

COLONEL POKROVSKY: 3 liy Lord, It i it 4 ond it has 
the second number 127, 
BY COLONEL POKROVSKY: 


٩ 


Q Iivo you found subparagraph 3, 
Yes, but this cannot possibly be crivod a docunent, 
cocuncnt. 
This locumont deals with the : tment prisoners, 
But it is not an o cinal fantastic example of translation, 
would have cone strai: into the wasto paper Lasket, but I admit that 
duo to tho foolish tra t that it looks liko this. In my 
opinion, 211 it contains is no: 21 Tho hoading says Fourth Alpino 
a koman fo houle bo an Arabic nuora 
as never ween such a wore says the co mando troup the ..lpine 
Division, IV, all 110121802180. Pure, unadultoratoj (128 0150 This 
is not a documente 
Ti PRESIDENT: The Tribunal would liko to Soo tho oricinal of thos. 
docunonts و‎ They were put in, a»parontly, as USSR 152 ond USSR +70, Is 


USSR 470 a now Gocumont ? 


T 1 Wary. TT. : o 3 E ۰ x : ` : 
COLONEL POKROVSKY: No, ily Lord, this document was previously Sumi و5863‎ 


onc the original documont is in the record, I am onlynow showin: s copy of 


có j|y^35e1e-4 ry uH Wo mon Ss Wor 5 1 3 1 
tho translation, but Doth ocumonts woro provi ously submitted, If you 


A t * مل‎ nma ۹ ain Pg uds 
considor it necessary, wo con submit the ori sinal documents c second timo, 


We PRESIDENT. "e : A D 0 t3 
THE PRESIDENT: One of tho Socrotarios to the Tribunal says that it was 


not submitted before, not offered in ovicence before, USSR “70. Are you sure? 
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COLONEL POKROVSKY: There may bo a technical orror, but I ۶ 
it hac already beon submitted, I will definitely look into this 
matter. 
lly Lord, the second document is tho originol; your second documbnt 
is in tho original, I belicve, 
THE WITNESS: I can contributo something to clarify this, 


THE PRESIDENT: Colonel Pokrovsky, tho Tribunal is uncertain about 


the admission of this documents Could you toll us exactly what tho document 


is, and in wach circumstances it is now veins; offered in evidenco? 
“hat the document is, and whore it camo from? 
COLONEL POKROVSKY: I can give a quite definite answer to the last 
perhaps I will have to onswer tho first part of 
your question somewhat later, as wo aro investigating tho quostion, 
Below tho document thoro is an affidavit which 
"This certifies that this is a corroct copy of 
document which was captured Curing military operations in Juno 1944 at 
Pokrazzi by the 6 op S Army of Liberation, Tho 1 
being kept in the nives of the State Commission 


Investigation of the Crimes of tho í picrs in Belerade, 


Signed by the Prosidont of tho 


nto, and I will find out who subnitted 


document ond what date it was Submittod, ond if the 


been submitted, thonve wil. request on original copy or photcstatic 


of the origina Gvocunont, nid wo will then submit it in cvidence, 
would be acceptable to tho Tribunale 


` موه ول‎ inue har $n seer e تلك‎ EP ۳ D 
+ anavo gust boen informed that this document was notsubmict 


bhoroforo it is veins submitted for tho first timo, and 


for imnodintoly, 
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THE FRESIDENT: Colonel Pokrovsky, with reference, for the moment, 
to Document USSR-132, which I understand has already been offered in evidence 
the Tribunal would like to see the original of that docuient because there ar 
only two paragraphs put out in the copy that we have before us, and that wa: 
the point that was taken by the defendant Jodl, that he wanted to see the 
whole document. 

Colonel Pokrovsky, first of all, with reference to Docuxent 132 whi 
the Tribunal underst.nds has already been offered in evidence, th 
thinks that that document in full should be put before the defendant for hin 
to make any comments. with reference to Document 470, which you are now 


offering 


; in evidence, the Tribunal is of the opinion that you should go on 
cross examining with reference to that document, subject to the productio و31‎ a 
soon as F f the original or photostatic copy of the original, and 
subject to tho right of the defondant's counsel to apply to have that cross 
examination struck out if there 
translation in the Yugoslav Language, whi is now being used for the purpose 

sxamination of the defendent, and the original document, 

Is that clear to you and to Dr. Exner? 

COLONEL POKROVSxY: I have understand, my Lord. It will be done. 

DR, EXNER: ifm. President, I think that a discussion of this 
docurent ought not to be permitted at the monent. The are too many 
deficiencies in it. It couldn't be right in this fashion, 

Romen numeral IV, for instonco, tho "IVth Alpine Regiment", is 
referred to. That Ronan nuuorol IV is quite Wrong. 

Then there is "the coniondors", which isn't Gernan 
coniwnders delivered", it says, or "Ainforicd". Thon, on line 4 there 
mention -- 

THE FRESIDEVT: (Interposing): Dr. Exner, the Tribunal wants to 
know what you are talking about. are you talking about 470? 

DR. EXNER: Yes. I an merely trying to show that this cannot be a 
geniune document because it isn!t proper German. For instonco, in the fourti 
lino it says, "Department Ariy Command Staff, OBH" and the commend staff is 


ched to the OKT, not the OKH. 
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Ihen, there is tho lack à signature. It does have the 
signature "Keitel" on tho first page, but he i igncd as a Colonel General, 
incidentally, and ho was General Field Marshal at tha 

Then, lastly, this si;naturo is part of the quotation, and it Says, 
"The OX is supplying the following information". Then thoro is tho 
quotation, and Keitel's signature is a part of that, vhereas tho decument 
itsclf is supposed to originate froin the Fourth Alpino Reginent ond there is 
no signature originally from them. 

I really don't think that it would be sensible to talk about 
docu:ont until tho original has been suppliod. For instonco, 
tho document there is the stotonont that this goes to the commanders of such 


0 


end such companies. They eren't commanders, these company coixndors. The 


Caddy 


H 


is tho wrong word. No Gerion military person could have written this 
docuront. 

COLONSL POKROVSKY: But I would like to record -- 

THE PRESIDENT (Intorposing Dr, Exnor, the Tribunal acheres to 
its docision that 
are now raising and any other 
docu:xnt will be opened to 7 
exenination struck out at ter stage vhon t original has been produced, 

DR, EXNER: 

THE PRESIDENT: For the purposes of m casting tine, it is, the 
Tribunel thinks, more convoniont to have tho cross oxcrinotion upon this 
document now. Vie will leave it to yo move hereaftor to strike the whole 
cross cxanmination out. 


DR. EXNER Yos. 


THE PRESIDENT: Now, Coloncl Pokrovsky, here is the original 
document 132 which the defendant ht to have for the purpose of making any 


comments that he wishes to inake, 


COLONEL POKROVSKY: The directives of the Tribunal will |! 


followed, my Lord. We will subiit the original. 
4^ 


T COLONEL POKROVSKY 


Have you acquainted roursclf with tho contents of tho docurent? 
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That is the order of tho 118th Fusilicr Division, 
You do not doubt at all tho authentic: ity of the document? 
No, that is quite genuine. There is no doubt as to the 118th 
"usilior Division, but what is a puzzle to me is the connection botwoon the 
Fusilicr Division ard mysclf. That is the part I don't understand. 
that the questio 
add anything to your coments? 


I haven't understood you, 


THE PRESIDENT: Defendant, when you were asked about Para, graph 2 
of Document USSR 132, you said that the whole docurent wasn't contained befor 


jou. Now you have the whole docurent, 


I have it, yes. The entire order from Kueb 
perfectly in order in my opinion. Ap; parently 
has refer to Point 2, where it S, "...who has obviously porticij 
gainst the German armed 
“6, of course, cocsn't refer with reference to 


population. At least, that 
population..." and so 
That scans to bo in order fron the point c lew of intornotionol law. 
avs the dividing lino botwoon onony or hostile populations and 
attitude towards 
BY COLONEL POKROVSKY: 
11 you have to say? 
but as I said, what I don't understand is the connection 
between Kuoblor!s order ond mysclf. 
Do you:confirm that the cuestion of treatment of populations has 
been separated and dealt with in P ragraph 8, in a separate paragraph? Is 
You have just referred to that, 
your answer, 
THE PRESIDENT: Wait a minute. 
permission of the Tribunal == 


Defendant, are you sugg 


there is anything in the l 1 which indicates that the 
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dealt with in Paragraph 2 arc not, as you have put it و‎ normal troops? 

In that resp ct, tho paragraph isn't very clear, but 
the next document which tho prosecutor has submitted might rivo tho proof 
regarding what othor orders have boon published. 

However, I consider that it is out of the question that Kucblor cóul 

Given an order saying that captured Yugoslav troops should be shot, Hac 

he done so, then he would have done so by the command of the Suprore Command o 
tho GormanpArmy. But how can I give my views on an ordor from linjor General 


Kuebler? 
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THE PRES DENT: Yell, your answer to my question, then, is in the 


negative, that there is nothing in the order itself which indicates that the 
prisoners referrec to in paragraph 2 are not normal troops, 

THE WITNESS: That cannot be derived from the wording of that order. 

THE PRESIDENT: Perhaps I ought to draw your attonti on under the word 
"General Directivos," to tho words "for the conduct of troops in action," 

At any rate, that is your answer upon the whole document, 

THE WITNESS: lay I please have permission to look at tho original 

Because I have only a copy here before mee 

(A document was submitted to tho witness). 

THE PRESIDENT: You now have the original document before yous Do you 
want to add anything to what vou have said? 

THE WITNESS: I just wanted to add that if you do concern yourselves with 
this order of Major General ` Kuebler, it isn't by any means 
this order refers to any particular action favoring the cleaning out, in any 
particular territory, of guerillas who weren't regarded as regular troops at 
that particular moment, but were recarded as part of the population. That is 
feasible. At any rate, I cannot answer any of those questions because I am not 
Major General Kuebler. 

THE INESIDENT: Y ou may now pass on to ۵ 

THE WITNESS: May I ask the Tribunal for permission to rectify my 
correction to this document? 

IHE PRESIDENT: Which document are ycu speaking of? 

THE WITNESS: و9770‎ 

THE IRESIDENT: What do you want to say about it? 

THE WITNESS: I had previously described that document as nonsensical 
because, at the first moment, I regarded it as a German crdor,. In the 
meantime I have ascertained that it is obviously a Croatiam order, because it 
is addressed to three Croatian battalions. That Croatian order contains a 
statement by the commander of that regiment in which he related to his troops 
something which he had received in the way of orders fromthe lth German 
Alpine Division, regarding the treatment of prisoners. He, in turn, traces it 


back to an order from Keitel, which, however, is misrepresented, and which, 
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if it worc correct, would have been handed in by tho defens 
arshal Keitel because it is a wonderful statement of the international law 
attitude toward such guerillas; that is, if it is correct. 

However, it is not a German orcer; it is apparently a draft or a 
translaticn of a Croatian lth Alpino Logiment order. The lth Alpine Regiment 
nct have hod anything to do with the defendant Jodl eithere That, 

oin, I do not understande 

THE PRESIDENT: Go on, Colonel rokrovskye 
RY COLONEL POKROVSKY 

Q Well, then,I ask you whether you had mmowlede of such a directive 
of Keitel's stating that the divisional commanders or other senior commanders 

entitled to order that nobody should be taken prisoners Do you have 
knowledse of such a directive? 

it isn't mom to no, and it isn't certain that the order was 

published in that way. However, in certain cases it is permissible uncer 
international lawe 

Q Very well. I have no further questions to put rejarding these 


documents. Perhaps defense counsel will p some questions when 


the original document is brought before the Tribunal. will pass on to 


another group of questions, 


Tf I m not nistakon,you confirmed the authenticit; of your so-called 


notes for "Dlan Gruen," where we 
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read of the oreanization for the creation of an incident before the invasion 


7 June 19l6-M-"MR-9-1a Daniels 


of Czechoslovakia. It isstated quite clearly that the creation of this 
incident was to be entrusted to the 4bwehr e 

Vo I rightfully interpret your notes? 

Noe The way I got it from the interpreters it is quite distorted. 
But there has been task about that too in detail. 

In order to facilitate the task of the interpreters, I will 

implify the question. 
I believe you confirmed the authenticity of the document 

with this incident and the organization of this incident. This is 
document of the defense, Jodl ll. 


rRESINENT: I con't think that can have come through property. 


tM 


It cidn't make any sense 
BY COLONEL FOKROVSKY: 

Did I clearly understand tmt you did not contest the authenticity 
of the document  Jodl 1h? 

If that is the letter from me to Major Schmundt, then that was 
certainly a genuine document which I wrote myself. 

I would like to put a question to you in this connection. 

Do you confirm that the provocation for what you call the organiaa- 
tion of an incident had two objects in view; irst give a pretext for 
an attack against Czechoslovakia; and secondly, -- if we use your own 
terminology, which we heard here on the lth of June, then the second 
was to put the guilt of the war on someone else shoulders 
the two objects which you had in view? 

No you understand my question? 

I got the sense of the words, yeSe 

And can you give me an answer? 

I can repent the answer I gave yesterday. 

You confirm the answer you gave yesterday? 

My testimony of yesterday? Yes, of course. I still maintain 


today something which I said yesterday 


Very well. I would like ycu to tell the Tribunal everything that 


you know about the supplying of weapons for the Sudéten German Henlein Corps. 


which you mentioned briefly herce You stated that this Corps had a certain 
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number of officers. 

Yes, I remanber, 

» In order to help you, I will show you a document, which is tho 
testimony of Karl Kermann Franke In this testimony he states whet the 
Henlein Corps received a certain amount of weapons. Do you know anything 
about this? 

I only know of the weapons supplied te the Henlein Frog Corps 
at the moment when it was being fermed on German territory. When arms 
had been previcusly sent into Czechoslovakia for that Sudeten German group, 
whether they were smuggled in, or how they were brought in, is something 
which I know nothing about oecause the Armed Forces were never in any way 
concerned with that, just as later on they werenever concerned with the 
Honlein Free Corps. 

Lo you knew what sort of weapons were sent? Wore they of German 
origin? 

The fact that arms were taken into Czechoslovakia is something 
I know vbsolutely nothing about, I was not an armament smugrlors; I was a 
General Staff officer. 

That is why I am asking you about this. You said thatyou had 
information concerning the arming of the Henlein Free Corps when it arrived 
on German territory, and that is thy I asked you, as an officer of the 
General Staff, whcther these weapons were of Gorman origin or note You 
ought to know thate 

Henlein's Free Corps, which was nposed near Hof, on the 13th 
of September, had, in my opinion, Austrian or former Austrian, or even 
German arms; I think they were Austrian weapons, but I cannot tell you 


vo 


that for certain, 





PON eS TC 


Q Very well. Let us omit it. We nood only quite defini 
answers. 

Wo will now hand you a photostatic copy of file Green, and 
you will look at the paragraph which is marked وا‎ which reacs | 
follows: 

"For tho success of that operation, tho ponotration of 
Suceten Germans by pa \ratroopers will bo of valuc. 

The Defencant Koitol on the 6th of April, 1946, whon ho wa: 
quostionoc regarding this part |o Cocunont, said that this in. 
for:zetion could be given by you. 

Now, what can you tell the Tribunal about this cocunant? 

I can say with reforence to this paragraph that the 
war was cefinite, and that there was a 
ifications would have to be pene trated 
was going to have to be opened up fron the rear, a: 
also that for the success of these ty pora ns, air-borne troo: 
have to rely on tk peratio: no Sucoton Gornan 
since it was natural, consiccring the facts, thet of tho 
proxiaatoly 100,000 Germans who had beon held up, not one would 
have turned his weapon on hinsclf, but woul? havo deserted on the 
Spot, 
They have written that to no in their personal letters. TE 
woulc have at onec bocono 0 That, of course, we 
the military calculations took it into account 
id that you did not understand n 
wish to understand the question which I put to you, 


Sinply in knowing, Defendant Jodl, whether before tho attack on 


وت 
Czoehoslovakia you planned diversionary acts on Czechoslovakia.‏ 
an interested in that. Will you answer me yes or no?‏ 

A Firstly, an attack upon Czechoslovakia did not hap pen 
at all; that is an historical untruth. Secondly, this was Gener, 
Staff work, which was prepared for the possibility of a war, and 


a 


there is nothing olso to be said about that. 





7 June-M-JRA-10-2 ‘Vi ians 


04 


THE PRESIDENT: That is not.on answer to the question, 
The question was whether you planned before tho war, or the possi- 
Giveorsionary activity on Czechoslovakia. Dic you plan 
Can you answer that? 

I did not. I did not. You will have 
to ask Admiral Canaris about that. Such matters wore not in ny 
jurisdiction, 

BY COLONEL POKROVSKY: 
But Keitel advised zuc on you, and you advise 
us to question Canaris., Vory wo > have another question to 
put to you. Do you know cnyohing about the unification of all pro- 
against the states of the 


Or do you 


0 to tho organization undor tho Giroc- 
tion of the Gerna: Hish Command of a united front of all pro-fas- 

of Michailoviteh and others, with the aid of German 
money and Gernan aid undor tho leadership of the Gorran High Connan 
Do you know anything about that, or čo you not? 

A I co not know whether you arc thinking of the Chotniks 
in this respect, They wore uncer Italian comand. Thore was quite 
a row between us and Italy about thet. But the other pro-fascist 
organizations aro known to Do. 

Q Very well. You will thon sce Docurent U.S.S.R. Exhibit 
288. The Tribunal hes already seen this dceunont. It is the testi. 
nony of Neditseh. Two cr three Sentences fron this dGocuaont have 
a direct connection with questions that I shall now put to you. 

Necitsch 555517150 under oath Pcforring to your aid and the 
aid of those who financed his band. Ho nanod the representatives 
of the Gorman High Command and of tho Gestapo who helped hin in 


creating the armed forces. 


Have you found that? 
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A : gi Neciteh formed a fow armed tropps. He 
had a foreign unit, too. Perhaps it amounted to 5,000 or 6,000 
men. They were Italians. 
Did you finance this undertaking? 
1 had no money. 
an not s ing of personal means, but the 
moans of the German Reich. 
Thet I cannot tell you. I never bothered about that. 
But the German high command diroctod the organization 
these bands, 
That was discussed between 
prone commander and Ned a privato authority 
with Neditsch, vwhothor ho issucd the o: people to fight or not 
I do not know whothor it wes his private businoss, But 
it is very inportant to me that you should confirm thet these band: 
oxistoc, and as to how they were created. 


A Yos; I tuink I can confirn that. There were about 


9,000 or 6,000 ۰ 


Q Very well. You will bo shown another docuncnt referri: 
to the sane group. It is an official report of tho Polish govorn- 
ment to tho Nurnberg Tribunal. ١ you to look at that 
docuncnt under "B". It says, "Selected and recruited anong you, 
ani this tine to cooperate with the German population, there exist: 


a 


a group of leaders and officers, consisting of officors who cane 


to Poland with passports, long before the beginning of hostile rol: 
tions," 

You, as dire caor of "Abwchr", for this "Abwohr'!s'" sup- 

you know anything about tho organization of 
are two small errors you have made, Colonel 

Pokrovsky. j of all, counter-intelligence was not responsible 
to me, rather to the Chief of tho OK; ana sccondly, I 
length yesterday that as far as the entire preparations for the 


Polish campaign were concerned, I was not a participant in any way, 


بعرو د 


dobd )‏ مأء 
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operationally speaking or othorviso,. hat Canaris cid at that 
tine with respect to Poland is something I know absolutely 
nothin; spout. T ar. afraid, thoroforo, that I cannot bô of 


Vory woll. Thon vo will pass on to tho noxt croup of 


i2 


questions. You voro oxazrtined on tho Sth of Xovo;:bor by tho 


^ 


ovict prosccution, anc a quostion vas mt to you: "Did Gor- 


v 


nany pursuc its fascist views while attockin; tho Soviot Union?" 


oxpan 
f Russian oconozy sorvin:; tho neods of 
rt. But it was not tho roason for the 
on the Sovict Union", 
Do you rPoic5or having civon such 


not tho chicf couso, 


^. You also said, "To do not intended constantly to onlarge 


Lohonsrau: ana thereby acquiro enemios", Do you ronorbor 


Maybe you will now recall that tho 


in this Court i 


TAG AMA 
S < 


دا 


hat testinony in this Court 


Uli 


ROON, vos. 


v 


stinony of Ohlondorf, vould you 
not like to tion, or to add soncthin;: to your 
answer, vwhothor many lac. its goal tho oxtor-inotio 
in tho Soviet Union, or to oxtor::i ho Russian 
"fGarücn of Edan", 


you think 
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THEE richt ! somethin; that the hror nicit have 
intondod for lator on, but T 
circle 10 1 casons 


explaincc 


4.27 


prossurc on 


giiovan to 


010 


of tho activo participara of Spain tho scizuro of 
porticinatic 


>1 
ل علد 


5 
Tabat 
L3 UC lil 


ricors 


its. of thoi 
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PRESIDINT: me as your quostion, 


thothor the draft did not 





E E 
7 Juno=..=AC=10-=3-Filliarls ^ H0151 -0042 


COLOHNZL PORKROVSKY: N lid : get an ansvor to tho 


about tho actual pari 


d: Gi عله‎ 


G 


ib alter 11 31.9321 e 
stator:cnt on what 


somethin; in connection 


vi 


n which took nlac hat I can talk about, but 


nothing about it. 


Only in Nurnbers 


6031001 sco this anc not boforo, 


BY COLON CL POKROVSEYs: 
But whothor that nilan was not to 


ano tier quostion, vou could give 
an oxpla 


oxnlanation. 
this roon 
shoved it to no, 


Situation 


about the proposed 


5 


هن PSP * . n 1 5 Wc‏ مه 
i: novor arose. In fact, I had‏ 


the Fuchror when sorcono ro 


Caucasus end Baku. But 


optinism of our 


۰ مد‎ fa us lo Ta m s 
rust con th 


Ss Udit. ا‎ 


TU. 


older anc woro tired 
officors, 


Do vou confir: 


Tnion had 
Union had col 


10105 of tho continuation of 


novo» discussed the question of an attack on Turkoy, و‎ 
4.1 


thor vould have 00660 ovor on 





NER eee A 


H0151 -0 
And how do you 07 


How do I know it? 
ontrios of thc arios 


problor: vory clearly. 


recoivec oxcollon 
woulda 
s on to another grou 
the ove of 16 CONIDIA agai russia ; oroncoe va 


ootvoon tho roorosonto 


alloc. RSHA; and jio particination of 


to considerat 


1 m. on qu 
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Q Are you acquainted with Wilhelm 29 
Scheidt. 
Who was working with Gemeral Scherf? 

A Scheidt, yes, he was a historian 4 an assistant to 

eneral Scherf. 

Q Are you acquainted with the text which was quoted here 
in court, and which is on page 2207 of the English telegraphic 

record, in which is. mentioned the criminal activity of the punitive 
expedition against the Soviet population was known to the officers 
of the- operational division of the general staff. Do you remember 
hat? 

A I do not know 2ron the words that he used. I cannot 
renonbor that. There were no czimina] matters of that nature be- 
fore the command staff or myself. We were fighting age ‘nst them, 
and I made-that abundantly clear here. : 

Q Do I unierstand that you deny your, knowledge of the 
criminal punitive ex.cdition against. the civilian population, Do 
you mean to say you knew nothing about it? 

A Of course, I could not fight. agaist tre Yugoslavs, it 
was quite-clear,.as I got instructions from the Ary command. 

Q Witness,- on the 7 January 1946 tho witness Bach- 
Zelewski testifiod that the aim of this struggic aguinst the 
Partisans was the extermination of the Slavs and tie Jews, and that 
the methods of this struggle were known to.tho.Hig. Command. Do 
"you wish to deny this, too? 

A That has nothing to do with me. My instructions con- 
tained something differcit. I have already descrived the intention 
of ny operational staff, which were-quite clear. In comparison 
with the size between the Gorman and. Soviet Armics, the number of 
guerrillas was negligible.. It was in a minute percentage. 

Q Would you 22666011363 when.and under.what circumstances 
you personally. attended a-eonference-hold by Hitler, wherein ho 
stated the German troops were entitled to deal with tho Partisans 


-as thoy wish,.and to givc-them that-sort-of death in killing by 
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hanging them head downward until.death. Do you renember this? 


A About this matter, which was rather serious, 


about that 
length, and aoro precisely. Will you stato whcother vou sa 


something of that sort, and under what circumstances did 


ontinuously. On the 
an induction, dated 11 
in which I 
that is described as cut i late ls hat induction on 
ll November, ad written a scnteneo concerning tho burning down 
of villages as a reprisal would bo forbidden, that at once that 


would end. The grot S Yor that order remained before the staff 


for wcoks, Continuously we objected to th a that this inductic 


would linit recruits, in their ruthloss combat in fighting against 

tho guerrillas; since ۲ hat time ov I had already publish 

that instruction, and, sinco on the other hand, ho had not givon 
et, I became rath 1 | ox | he mado his 

nation of his oxj« 

mandor of that unit. I said 7 S problom should be dealt with, 

my Fuchror; some 0 ro in battle which docs aot at all com- 

pare with this oxp tic far as you are concerned." T said, 


"You can quarter then or you can hang them up 


p by tnoir ears." If 
I had known that the Russian gentlemen have so little sense of 
cynicism, then I would have added to that, "Fry them on the firo." 
what I said. But in this instance we are concerned with 
poprisals after the battle, and thoy had been prohibited. Thon 
there were roars of laughter on tho part of all tho officers pro- 
Sont, and the Fuchrer, and he gave no pornission to issue tha 
ordcr, and I can say that the tostinony of a witness of mine will 
confirm that to you. “Since tkat essentially Germany was not quar- 
ring anybody any more, and they were not hanging pcople by all 


neir cars, it might possibly be generally known that is why tho 


790 
IDE 
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oporting of that remark to mo should be regarded vss nothing but 


COLONEL POKROVSKY: I shall ask the Tribune. to pormit 
tion, and probably not more than one, and 
take not more then one minute. 
THE PRES-UENT: ‘shat did you say? 
COLONEL POKROVSKY: I ask permission to put another 
ucStion, and not to take moro than one minute. The last question 
to a group of quostions, 
BY COLONEL POKROVSKY: 


Q Do you have knowlscdge of tho fact that the German Troo[ 


pvobably understood tho order hettcr than wo, that of quartoring 


, e 


anging with tho hosi انز‎ and of burninz Sovict Partisans 
Did you know of that? 
know it, but I don't even believe it 
SKY: With the permission of the Tribunal] 
Shall have to put 
tor the recess. 


a. 


THE PR 3IDZNT: . How much longer will that take Colonel 
To POMRIVSKYs Ave y a vor; fow questions 
I belicvo it will not tak 


/ 


(A recess was takon until 0 hours) 
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in 2103201 pet 
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به هه بم 


ندا مك 
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4a 


. B 
+ م مه بم بم‎ 
wale ot OL 


ny i et ^0Y Oa 
LSO0ncrs 


261170 which vou 


tha ^ د‎ 431 — 
b 1c d Sul. با‎ 


(las OTO: T ای‎ EA 
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took -tho 


ecical officers 
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othing about that at all, 


it had nothing to do with m: 


f "n 5 

eneral von Gracvenitz certa 
zt n ۹ m 1 

whatsoover vith prisoners o; 


concerned hinself with 


himself rssponsivle for 


& practical man in 


into offoct, but 


no conferences 


WAS 


tire life, I v not responsi 
in that 

Q Very well, In that case, 
They are very fow. 
Loe 


Vn 5 1 ای ری نک‎ 2 
When defendant Koit 


the interrogations prececing 


Po 14 
i iom 111 a pre. 2 


detailed 


would be gi Tan to 


reasons; First, 


grad popuiatic 


moasuros 


taken in 


risals, but tho ju 


ond the third 


matter actu 


0 


and with the 


Tas 5 
affair; ye 


Å L lid not c 


6312112 © 


^ ee 4 
decision 


of 


which he pe jmsonally gave, 


Q 


Very well, Perhe 


recsive 


whatsoever s 
iniy must 


War, 


testinony about direc 


ro 
J Ue 


reason was the 


ally was to take plac 


u have 
t these two, büb^ovonts 


the Cuchrer in this dirce 


ps you will 


m 


E 
Haynes 


ani I canot comment on this document. 


I co not know whether it is truc, but 


know about this. F had no connoction 


That was another office. and General Reinecke 


his matter, 


his testimony. He was not only 


2 actions; he both directed tham and put then 


Lav 
mev 


nothing about then? 


Won WAS “NOt 
1Ç 


Yv a 


subordinate of mine. I had 


S45 
nitz 


saw nin, perhaps, three times in my en- 


and I was not competent 


we will ; 


court 


SXaminea ir his 


room 


the trial-- I think this particu 


iminary into 2 any 


to annihilate 


tives 


the 
tha: 


the directive‏ نا و1 


PETI 


Genoral lecb reported about tho infiltra- 


jn into the front lines, and the second reason 


7-79 
ALSVe 


stifiable 


announcemen POVLST 


by the 


tho samo time that hai hap-‏ وده 


thing for mo to ostablish is 


the fact that you 


l.croo with the report from the Le eningral front 


connected these things. 


they happened influsneed this 


+4 my e UT - } ^ Jj 4 
vulon.a LNCS were the Causes and reasons 


remember this: hen did the Supreme Conmand 


ma 


this directive--in what month? 
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the first days--a: ۲5 I .Ll--the first days of September 
Q Very well, You may also remember tho dato wh Germans captured Kiev, 
Was it not tov 3 of September 
AS far as I recall, Kiev was occupicd at tho end of August, I believo it 
of august--at any rate, around this 
Not on 22 September? 22 September, 
That is entirely cut of the question, e have 90 available hore 
about the incidents in Kio 18 f this docum is ; that I cannot 
quoto from memory, but it is Cocument PS (3, anc tho date 114 bo confirmed 
from this documer 
is ths date 22 S;vt.i lowev< lst us suppose that 
in august. Ù 4 you not romember ti ti ve when the Cammancing 
Officor first statod that hs planned to-- 
ur pardon. I made a mistake 
decree, dated 7 October, Therefore, your statomont can be correct, 
mistake of one month, and the taking of Kix ally took place in Sop- 


vst few days of October, 


is not part ticularly important, I would just like you to 
remember th Ite of Hitler's ater & very categorical statement that 
Leningrad would be erased from the fac i tho oarth, That is the statement I 


1 


would like you to date and the nent I would like you to remember, 


iforring to the document of + ١ nay I assume, the document of 
the Navy Comand Staff? 
You will now soe the document L291 and bo shown the pla where it statcs 
on 16 July 191 at the staff meeting at Hitler's headquarters, Hitler stated 
this thing about vengeance against the Leningrad rogions themselves, Th Fuchrer 
would like to oraso Leningrad from the face of the carth., Have you found the 
place? 


I have found t place, 


took place on 16 July 1941, did it not? 


“he document seems to be dato: that date, the 16 July, ۰ 


That was consicerably i than 1 late of your receiving the report 


from the Leningrad front? 
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Q And in general, you know nothing about the fact that Jews wore killed? 
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4 I believe that today for certain there can be no doubt about that, for 
it has Deon provede 

Q Verywelle In tho exhibit submitted by your own defense counsel as 
Jodl-3, paco 6 of your docuncnt book, in tho last entry nade on that pare there 
is the following statements 

"The great majority of all tho generals will leave the Arte" 

This refers to your diary entry of Febrwry 3, 193°. Do you ronember? 

A Yes, that is from my ciorye 

Q Quite right. Should I understand you thon to mean that at that tine 
resignations from the Army could take place any tine, that any general. could 
retire or resign from the Army any time? That is what the 

A As to the time thon, I believe it was quite possible, 
in the year 1938 I knew of ng decree which would prohibit anyone 

Q Very welle In Exhibit Jod1-6), whi was submitted by y 
counsel, there was one place which for some reason was not read 
record, and I would like to read it now. It consists of the 
von Vormann, who states under oath that you, together with Genc 
stein, often used the following cpithcts with regard to Hitler, "charlatan" 
end "criminal," 

Do you confirm the correctness of that testimony, or was tho testimony 


of tho general incorrect? 


A to my best knowledge, and according to my conscience, I believe that 


he was confusing two thingse n talking about tho Fuchrer, I very 110011 


mentioned that I considered hima charlatan, but I ha? no reason to consider 
him a criminal. I used the expression "criminal" frequently, but not as 
applicable to the person of Hitler whom I did not know at tho tino, 
it to Roehm. I repeatedly labeled him as a criminal, and I believe that Vormann 
is confusing these statements of mine just a little bit. 
I used the expression "charlaten" frequently, and that 
at that timo. 
Q In that caso, you applied the epithet "charlatan" tc 
"criminal" to Roehm, is that richt? 


A Yes, that is quito right, because at that period of time it v 
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opinione I knew Roehm, but I did iot know Hitler. 

Q Very woll, How can you oxploin that you agree to take a leading post 
in the German military machine subseque:t to the coming to power of tho man 
to whom you referred as a charlatan? 


A In the course of the years I emvinecd myself -- at least in the years 


1933 to 1938 -- that he was not a charlatan but a gigantic personality, and 


in the final analysis, of course, he had assumed a terrific gr ‘atness, but at 
that time he was a great person without doubt. 

Q Very welle Did you reccive the golden insignia of Hitlcrts party? 

I have already testified to that and confirmed that fact, 
In what year did you rocoivo it? 
On the 30th of January 193 م‎ 

Q This was subsequent to the time when you came to the conclusim that 
Hitler was not a charlatan? 

Did you hear my question? 

À Yese At that time, it had become clear to me, as I said just a minute 
ago, that he was a gigantic personality who had many favorable and unfavorable 
aspects to his personality, 

Q And after you cano to that conclusion, you pronptly recoivod th 
insimia, 

Thank yôu very much, 

COLONEL POKROVSKY: I have no more questions و‎ your 

DR. NELTE (Counsel for the defendant Keitel): I should like to call the 
attention of the Tribunal to USSR-151, which was submitted by Colonel pokr "vSkye 
I shoule like to ask that this document be admitted only if General Oesterreich 
can be produced as a witness available for cross ex minatione My reas 
this are the following: 

First, the document as submitted contains the heading "Aussacon" or 
"Testimony", but we cannot determine when those statements werc madee 

Secondly, the document montains no mention of the place where this document 
was 0 

Third, the document is not an affidavit, although according to the last 
paragraph General Oesterreich sot it down in his own handwriting. I think a 


certification should have been affixed as is the pra 
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Because of tho tromondous weight of the accusation which is contained 


5 5 


in this document against the administration of the prisoner of wor sys 
in my opinionit is necessary to order that this general be heard ho 
person, 
one 
are the reasons for my request for this vitn 1038 و‎ 
in conclusion I should like to renark only that General von Graevonitz 
not alive any longer. At any ovont, ho cannot bo loca tede I triod 
as a witness 
PRESIDENT: I t a fact that this document was offered in evidence 
February or larch? 
I do not romai} 
us through 
I soc this document for tho first timo 120 
Porhaps Colonel Pokrovsky con م‎ 5181 tho Tribunal in this con: 60653 000 
TIE PRESIDENT; The Tribunal will consi dor your roquost, 
Di, NELTE: 


1 P0 -1 
the fact that 


the witness 


e ۱ 3 ; 
COLONEL POKROVSKY: : on state that tho doeunont was submitted 
by the Soviet Prosocution 


admitted in evidence b 


J 


rn T37 -m 
Beau) PRESIDEN X 


jb POKROVSKY: ( u nomorandun 
tho document was submitted on tho 12th of Fol bruary, 
Goncral Zorya was presenting 


My personal supposition is that tho docunont WAS, 


1 rC Y Mb tha 4 5 ^ ۳ 1 
n German a Ghat time, Ù au clarify thanatter further, though, without 
any trouble ad vo ry quickly, 


TAT 


Tip = 
lub PRESIDENT: Do defendants counsel wont to 
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Q Very well. The English prosecutor submitted a new document, FS= 
75h, dealing with the destruction at the withdrawal of the Germen army out of 
Norway. “hy, in this purely military Fuehrer decree, did you set dom: "The 
Fuehrer has decreed, according to the proposal of the Reich Ministry for the 
Occupied Norwegian Areas", and so forth and sc on? Why did you state "accord- 
in: to the proposal", and so forth? 

A In my sphere of command I had a sort of secret code for the 
commanders in chief. If and when an order or a decree had arisen from an 
acreement between the 0161 and the Fuehrer, then +started with these words "The 
Fuehrer has decreed", If a decree originated from the Fuehrer himself, I 


started the decree with a preamble, which preamble gave the reasons or the 


arguments presented by the “uehrer. Then, after the preamble, I said "The 


Fushrer, therefore, has decreed", 

Then, ifa d ge was put threugh at the proposal of a non-military 
acency and was supported by the Fuehrer, so to speak, then, as a matter of 
basic principle, I added, "The Fuehrer, on the proposal of this or that cive 
ilian authority, has decided", ang 

In that way the commanders in chief knew just what we were concerned with, 

Did you draft this decrece=number 75l--without objection and with- 
out resistance on your part? 

A This decree arose in a similar manner as the commando 
the commando order. 

One of the civillan adjutants of the “uehrer advised me that 
wished to speak with the fuchrer, that he had had a c nflict wi th 
macht, or with the armed forces, in Norway because of the evacuation of 
Norwegians from Northern Norway=-that, of civilian populations. The civilian 
adjutant wanted to advise me first, before he brouvht about a telephonic 
connection with Terboven, Thereupon at once, throuzh my staff, I had 
inquiries made with the Commander in “hief in “inland. I was told that as 
far as the Commanding Chief of the Wehrmacht in ^ rway was concerned, he had 
rejected the proposals of Terboven and did not consider them necessary on such 
a large scale, In the meantime, Terboven had spoken with the puehrer, 

I then gave the picture to the fuehrer and told him that to this large 


extent the intention of Terboven could not be carried throu:h, that it would 
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not be practicable; and seccndly, that it would not be necessary at all on 
this large scale. I said that, rather, one should leave it to the discretion 
of Raendolitsch as to what he wanted to destroy, cr had to destroy, for 
military reasons e 
However, because of his conversation with Terboven--these arguments, 

which I had to set dowmeethe “uehrer fcrced through the issuance of that crder, 
but it certainly was not carried through to this extent and in this scope. 
That is shown by the report of the Norwegian Government, and it can also be 
seen from personal discussions between myself anc my brother, 

Now let us turn to something else; let us turn to the drafts and 


۳۹ 


proposals which were to be submitted t: the uehrer, Did you voice objections 


and did you present arguments? It seems remarkable that you did not present 
moral or international law objections when matters contrary to international law 
were contemplated. However, you voiced mostly opportunistic and suitable 
objections. Can you tell us why you quoted those objections in preference 
to the firstementioned ones? 

I mentionec, when I discussed this form, that we were not denounc- 
ing the Geneva vonvention. 


Namely? 


A This form had to be chosen in order to meet with any success with 


the Fuehrer, 


Yes, I know about that, 
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IR. ROBERTS: Your Lordship, I object to this merely in 
the interests of time, because it is exactly the same evidence which 
was given yesterday, and, in my submission, it is pure repetition. 

BY DR. EXNER: 

9 A convorsation at Rechonhall was mentioned., Please tell 
us how all this cane about. 

å I have alroady testified about tho conversation with 
tho Fuohror. This convorsation only concerned itself with-- 

THE PRESIDENT The defendant has just told us that he 
has given cvidence about this already. 


DR. EXNER: Yos, about this conversation which preceded 


you testificd about the actual conver- 
sation 


not nention the actual conversation at Reich- 


á is to this conversation at Roichenhall-- that is, the 
offices of ny staff--Warlinont reproduc od 


: 


that slightly differently than tho way I tostificd,. Ho is confusing 


horo tho carlicr events with the laters oncs. I an not surprised at 


that, because, 5250 tho 20th of July until ho was arrested, ho had 
a scvore concussion of tho brain d had a complete loss of ۰ 
Ho wns ill at hone after tho 20th of July until he was arroctod, and 
up until tho tino that ho was captured ho was not fit for sorvicc. 
hat my picture is corroct, as I have osontod it, may be 

Soon from tho notos and docunents in tho War Diary of tho Navy, or 
of tho SKL, and it can bo scon uncquivocally and without doubt. It 
is stated thoro that this division would bo transforrod to the East 
only, so that Russia would bo prevented from taking tho Rounanian oil 
ficlds; it wes to meot that threat on tho part of Russia. 

DR. EXNER: I should like to correct one point, which it scons 


to no was presented crroncously by tho Russian prosccutor. He said 
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that Goering and Keitel did not consider tho war against Russia 

to bo a preventive war. On pago 5954 of the record it states that 
Gocring, as well, considered the war to bo a preventive onc, and 
thet he wes of a different opinion than the Fuchrer only insofar 
as ho wanted a different period of tine for this preventive war, 


and he would have chosen a different period of tino. Keitel, on 


the other hand, was of the same opinion. 


5 


Furthermorc, the Russian prosecutor submitted a docu- 
nent, number 683 PS--I do not know the exhibit nunber as quoted 
by hin. I cannot quite soo how this decurent is to be connoctod 
with Jodl, and I have tho thought that perhaps it may be a matter 
of signature, because this docuncnt is signed "Joel". However, this 
"Joel" is someone completoly different fron Jodl the dofondant. I 
would like to call the attention of the Tribunal to the fact that 
perhaps it is just a nistako or a confusion in tho nanes "Joel" 
and "Jodl", 

Then, we discussed the situation whore the defendant 
made a remark about tho hanging by the cars or tho hanging upside 
down of partisans, and so forth. 

THS PRESIDENT: Dr. Exner, you have Simply made a 
Statonont, which you nro not entitled to do, about this docuront. 
If you want to prove it by evidence you shoulda ask the witness 
about it. You have told us that this docunent has nothing to do 
with Jodl, and that the signature on it is somebody else's, . Why 
didn't you ask the witness? 

I have been told just now that it has alre 
proved that it isn't Jodl's docunent. 

DR. EXNER: Tho translations this 
I really can't remember the details now. 

Is it permissible now that, in this connection, I read some- 
thing fron an interrogatory? It is only one question and ono ans- 
wer, which is connected with the renark about tho hanging of pri- 
Sonors, It that sort of thing. Is that pernissible? 

IHE PRESIDENT: Yes, if it arises out of tho cross- 


ecxanination, 
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Pursian prosecutor brought up the question of whether 


DR. EXNER: Yos; tho 


the defondant had mado that ronork during the conforenco:'You realize و‎ rather- 


Sonet]iin: in connection with. this Guorilla orc t members of such Oueril: 
bands could bo quartorod durin? the tichte" 
this is ny Cocunont, و7 تله‎ Pace 189 cf Tolume 2 of Uy document book, It is 


an interrog zatory cf General Public و‎ "nich was taken in Luorica, There it 


swap. ie transcript, ou also participated in a 


peace is أل‎ 


evoenin: of 1 Doec:bor 19) a, in which a long discussio: 


between tho Fu vhrer and Jodl tock piaco pertaining to cenbattine Partisans 


ln uno Mas te aS that. Correct?" 
ict renerber the 


exact date anyriorce" e 


What pa 


Hird p pare < off tho th ird book, or the third 
3 


locume,t in tho third 


Dm. EXNER: It is Pag wrestion le Now I come to 


Ouostion 5: 


"Ts n demanded from the 


hint pertaining to tho cou- 


Fuchror 


batting 


it or is it not correct that in this draft the razing of 


villages was 


it not oorrect that the Swchrer wanted to have th: 


Since I never ps sed the craft of the directive 
3 


Xf villages hac been exprossivoly 


ASSWiaCy, because I ~onenb or that tno Tuc 


tho directive an? 
not correct that tho Fuchror also ! 


against tho craft because did not want any rQstrictions to 


on solcicrs who voro directly oaucapo3 in conbat 


the minutes Jodl stated in replys "This is co: apletely cut of questione They 
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wore 
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00110 01120040 I cannot 206511 his 
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yostorc ation 
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and military leaders for tho concuct 
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۳ 
aL 


THE PRESIDENT: 


think that that ox 


repeating his evidences 


T TAT Po 5 - * em 
Dite EXNER: ye CSe Tb Was acc 1.11 8 


E 3‏ مو T 3 iene ۳۹ dm md‏ ص 
existed between the defendant and‏ 


that is connected with tho c 
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7-Jjun&-5.-4G-16-1 Wwillisius 
written statement of Licutenent Generel Oesterreich. I join in 
thet objection end refer to the stetement which he hes ia 6 e 
BY THE TRIBUNAL (Justice Biddle (۶ 
Q Defendant Jodl, you spoke, I think it wes the dey before 
yesterday, ebout the number of SS divisions he end of the 
were Do you rencouber thet $ 
Yes, 1 doe 
You Seid there were 35 end of the wer: is 
bout ? 
If I remember rightly, I seid between 55 and 0 
hight. Now, what i went to be clear about is this. You 
only to weffen S3 divisions, were you not ? Only 
SS ۰ 
they coupletely coordinetea into the 
the comuana of the ery ^? 
were concerned, they ceme unuer the 


commanders, i not es fer cs discipline wes concerned. 

Their superior wes, cad remained, Himmler, even when they were 
fighting. He Ws lsc considered es such by their suprceue 
coruzender in proetice. as fer as the strenghth of the divisions, 
the equipment, anû the losses, thet wes sousthing 
very own; in fect, it wes exclusively reported to tne fuehrer 
by Himuwler hiuself, 

» when hed tàey been coordineted into tue eriy 7? when ۴ 
whet year ? 

à They were includeu in with the ruy at the beginning of 
the wor, ct the nonent when the د‎ 011512 cenpaign begrne 

Q Now, only one other question, ebout Russie, 1 went to sec 
if I understood your point of view clearly. You fecred en inva- 
sion of Germany by Russie; is thet right ? 

y at e certein point, I myself expected either c 
blackmail on the strenzth of this troop concentretion or on 


ettacKe 
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a minutes I asked you if you did not fear en a 
by Russia. You did at one time, did you not ? 
à Yes, 1 wes efreià of thet. 
Q àll right. When wes thet ? When ? 
It begen through -- 
( fnterposing) when did you first hear of thet attack ? 
à I bad thet fear for the first tine during the summer of 
1940, becsuse of tne first conference i 254 with tne Fuenrer 
at the berghof on tue «9 th of July. 
4 Then from the military point of view, frou thet moment on, 
it wes necessary for you to attack first, wes it not ۶ 
after the political clerirying-work و‎ Up to then, it hed 
ع‎ guess, nothing but € guess. 
0 How could you afford to ..it for the political clerifying 
work £f you were efraid of en 6 ettack ? 
p^ ves tist resson thet w de us only increase our defenses 
to begin with, until the spring of 1941. Until then, only defensive 
ue€rSur.sS were instituted. Only in February of 1941 did we begin 
With the troop 7110 6111125 tio: en attack. 
4 New, then, just one other question. I sau not et all cleer 
on this. During that attack, dia you then ۶01۷71869 thet Germany 0 
first, or did you suvise thet Ger.cny should not ettcok ? What 
wes your suvise ۶ You 0 this uanger; whet did you do about it ۶ 
A Thet problem, too, just like most others, was the subject 
of ع‎ written Stcteueut of wine فاد‎ to the Fuenrer in which I drew 
his ettention ti the treuendous consequences of such a decision, 
of which onc knew, of course, how the Campeign wes begun, but of 
whieh no huccn being could imegine how it would ende 
2 We heve heerd ell thet. I did not went to go into thate 
‘wort i wanted to get at is this : You were afreid thet Russia 
wes going to ettaoxe if thet wes true, why dian't you edvise Ger- 
meny to attack at once ۶ You were afreid Russia would ettack, end 
sey you ۵71964 against moving into Russia. 1 do not un- 


derstente 
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à Thet is not the 5886٠. I dià not edvise not to merch into 
mo other possibility exists, and 
reclly there is not politicsi way of doing eway with thet danger, 
then I, too, cen only see the preventive ettack cs possibility. 
TRIBUNAL ( Justice Biddle ) : The 1 Thenk youe 


- T TT 


LRESIDENT ¢ The defendant cen return ) the dock. 


rRLOIULNT ; Dre bxner. 
I neve four witnesses whom i wish to bring befor: 
his Tribunal. But I went to start by making a request, With 


teference to leue lex which i cu suffering frou, uay I leave it 


to wy lollecgue Janrreiss to question the witnesses, please ? 


عدا 339 


THE r RESIDENT: Yes, Certainly, Dr, Lxner, 
Dr. Exner, the Tribuüc-l wishes me to sey thet wc cllow enothe: 
counsel to examine the witnesses es an exception to 
rule thet only one counsel Mey © in the court, 
presente tion of the cese on bcacif of tic defendent. 
ne ke this exception in your favor. 
DR. JLERREISS ; In thet cse, with the per.is 


Tribunel, I shell call the first witness, Generel 


T û nr p TT. 
von Buttler Brenóenicls, 
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extent is the territorial extent of tho zones affectec 


t something unusual, territorially speaking, or م‎ you mean 


from the human point of vicw as we 


Guerrilla fighting, both in its territorial extent «4s well as the 


question referring to the human beings concerned with it, was most unusual. 


e Jitnoss, whothcr these bandits or guerrilla 


ast and 9outhcast contained mny Jews? 


Jd 


I can't remember tha’ eports which 


about muerrilla fichtincz ALe 


3 ete TS MNA 
units, th 


testimony related in this ‘uerrill 
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policy in tho Enst carried out in tho mannor 
for their nurnos 
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dase, because the Armed Forcos 
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svon amongst the guerrillas by using our own system and mothodse There 
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Generel von Pannewitz was the Commander of the 1 
hen, please? 
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propose to ask the witness at once whether the contents of that affi^avit 


7. June-A-EF-18-2, Price 


of the 20th of May, 1946 are correct, 
BY DR. LATERNSER: 
Q ir, Witness, are the contents of the affidavit you have given me, 
dated the 20th of May, 196, correct? 
A They aree 
Thank you, Mr, “itness, do you know General Hausinrer? 
Yes, I do, 
The prosecution, in their cas- acainst the General Staff, havo 


MT 
1 
1 


submitted Affidavit No. و20‎ U.S.4, Exhibit No, 564, and on Page 2, Ficure hy 
* ^ Suida » ۰ : 5 5 5 L E es 
this General is makine the followin: statement; I quote: "It has always been 
my personal view that the treatment of civilians in operational areas and the 
methods of the bandit fichtin- in the operational zone was a useful opportunity 
o the political and military leatane arry sheir ai i 
to the political an military leaders to ca ry out their aims; that is to 
ay brine abo e stemati educti f 5 2 
S2yy to bring about the systematic reauction of Slavs and Jews, I want to ask 
TA A TT. ^ 1 N Gay T 5 1 
you now, ean you explain how General Hausinger could have arrived at that view? 
1 have worked closely with General Hausincer and quite often I have 
ed > him b e estion » 2 i ishti 
talked to him about the question of the guerrilla fighting, As fa» as I am 
concerned, he ha ever said anvi 5 e whi i i 
cerned he has never sai anything to me which micht express this view and 
because it is Oppose to the principles 
dene seams ne 4 s p 
aders regarding the conductinz of the ۳0۵۳۳1112 war, 
roue ‘thy was the juris liction over the bandit fichtinz in the East 
PN * - تا‎ 2do 
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Q What was the attitude of the hich officers after the Munich Agreement? 

A After the Munich Agreement, it was my viow, on the strength of these 
fonversations with General Staff officors, that there was a ceneral conviction 
-that the Fuehrer, with his polici would continue to preserve the peace. I 
remember that as late as 25 or 26 August, I saw the Fuchrer at Hed. Zossen, 
where I had a converwation with several officers, who were of the opinion at 
that time that a war would not occur and that it was only necessary to make 
the Fuehrer's political intentions possible by having the troops firmly under 
control so that there would not be a political misfortune if the guns went off, 

Q I think that is enough as far as this question is نمه‎ 

Now, regarding the Ardennes offensive in December 19), at what time were 
the preparations for that offensive begun? 

THE PRESIDENT: How can that have any relevance after about five years 
of war? 

DR» LATERNSER Mre President, I want to put to the witness viv of the 
Supreme commanders, and beginning when, had knowledge of that offensive, and 
that is important. It is important to ascertain how the cooperation amongst 
that group worked. Pleaso, will you allow me that question? 

THE PRESIDENT: Very welle 
BY DR, IATERNSERs 

Q When were the preparations fcr the Ardennes offensive begun? 

A As far as I can remember, the preparations began about September, 

© Who =~ or rather == when were the supreme commanders informed before 
the beginning of the offensive who were not participants? 

A The last question I can answer with Noe The first question, as far as 
the date is concerned, I cannot give an answer to, but I do know that there 
had been troop movements in the proposed zone for that offensive, which had 
been ordered by the highest commanding officers before the commander in the 


West, who was responsible, vas informed, and that he, therefore, was making 


frequent inquiries at my department asking an o xplanation of these movements, 


Q That is to say that the supreme commander in the West, who later on 
had to direct the offensive, was not informed about troop movements and 


MOV ments of divisions for that purpose that took place in his very territory? 


11287 





7 dmoniedinl9-2-tiaynes الا‎ 
H0151 —0080 


that is the situation, Later on, of course, he 
3 3 
DR, L TERNSE?: Thankyoue I have no further quosticns, 


THE PRESIDENT: Tho Tribunal willacjourne 


(The Tribunal adjourned until 8 June و2916‎ 1000 hours). 





